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"The inhabitants of these mountains ..,.. afe agile,
robust and brave in war. ... They employ stones which they
throw with great skill and force, They are- continuously anx
at war with the éoﬁulation of the Tadla plgin, so that traders
cannot pass the mountain without a safe-conduct and the
payment of high duty,

Dades is also a high and cold mountain where there is
much forest ,.... The habitations are appalling and infested
by the smell of the goats kept there. In all these moﬁntains
one finds neither castle nor walled town, The people are
grouped in villages of houses of dry stone ... The rest of the
ponulation lives in caves, I have never seen so many Il eas
as in those hills.

The men are treacherous, théives'and aséassins. They
will k11l a man for an onion., Violent disputes break out
amongst them for nothing. They have neither judges nor priest
nor anyone possessing a competence With respect to anything
whatever, Traders do not come to trade in this land; where.
laziness prevalls, whers there is no industry and where one
rots voyagers, When traders equivpped with.safe-cqnduch
from some local chiefs transport.their wares, which are‘of no
intorest fo the mountaineers, they make them pay, for the right

3

of passage, ono quarter of its value.



(11)

The women are as ugly as the devil andigveﬁ worso dressed
than the men, Their condition is worso than that of the asses
as they carry on their backs ghé water tﬁey draw at the wells
and the wood they,ébllect in the forest, without ever an hour
of rest,

To conclude, I do not regret visiting any part of
Africa excent this, I had to pass this mountain to go from

Marrakesh to Sijilmassa, being obliged to do so by an order,

That was in 918 A.H. (1512/13 A.D.)"

Observations on the central High Atlas by Leo Africanus,
translated from French edition, "Description de lt'Afrigue,"

(Paris 19%6), pp 150 - 153,
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CHAPTER I THE BACKGROUND

1. The Static Frontier

Powor, belief, wealth: the questions about human
society are clustered around these notions.C " The manner
incwhich e society controls its members; the manner in which
it forms their thought, and in which their thinking sustains
it;  and the manner in which it keeps alive and uses its
resources,

The stgdy is concerned mainly with power and belief,
and legs specifically with wealth. It is concerned with
the politics and rsligion of a tribal people, who afe mixed
pastoralists snd agriculturalists, Their ecology does enter
into the enalysis of local religion énd loecal power, but
concerns us only to the extent necegssary for-the understanding
of politics and faith.

The Berbers of the central High Atlas of Morocco are,
or were, an ungoverned psople, Until 1933, no effective
or outside'government exercised authority over the region,
Its tribesmen.lived in the state of §i§g. This term,’in.local
as well as in general uée in Morocco, is best translated as
'institutionalised dissidence!?, Moroccan and French writers
sometimes translate it as 'anarchy', but this is too strong a
term, | - C

Siba was a political condition, and a condi tioh of

which people were exvnlicitly aware: local.tribesmen them=-



selves employ this cbncept.

There is perhaps some difference between tribes-
\without-ruigrs for whom this is the only known condition,
and tribes whose political structure is oﬁpérwise sinilar
but who are conscious of an alternative, and wﬁo indeced in
gome cases may have deliberately rcjected or resisted that
alternative. The fribésmen of the central High Atlas fell
into this latter group. Until reccently they were self-
conséiously dissident. | |

If their previous condition were to be described as
'anarchy',then it was, so to speak, an anarchy opﬁosed to
something, contrasted with the central Moroccan government,
or, to give it'its usual end..svill surviving name, tﬁe
Makhzen. The history of lorccco until the nineteen~thirties
is written largely in terms of the relations betweenvtﬁe
land of Makhzen, the Pi}e, and the land of siba, beyond the
Pale. VPach of these constituted u permanent menace to the
other.

't is usual to think of tribal societies, prior %o
their incorporetion inrthﬁ modérn vorlcé, as self-confained,
politically, economically and culiurally. There is still a
half~conscicus tendency to sece suqh‘tribalism as a condition
which has éenerally preceded the emgrgencé of more compliex,
centrzlised and effective goﬁernment. ‘ °

But siba or dissident tribalism is not of this kind.

Siba tribes are, indeed, politically independent. But they



C
are not culturally independent. They are in this case em-
bedded in the wider 01v1lisation of Islam.. In some measure

they share a religlon, concepts, Sanols with the Whole of

the Iiuslim world.
C

¢ Thus, theif‘ﬁribalism and political autonomy is not &
trivalism 'prior to govermment', but a rejection of a pariic—,
ulér governnent. 'Pe#haps one should dis tlngulsh ‘between |
'primitive'.énd"marginal' tribalisms: primlulve' trlballqm
would cover a tribal group which is not merely a closed
political unit, recognising no obligations outside itself,
but which is also a kind of ultinmate cultural unit, lacking
conceptual or symbolic bridges to the outside world. A tribe
which did not share its langusge with neighbouring groups and
hed only wholly unregulated hostile relationg with them would
be on example of this.

'Herginal' tribalism of the siba kind, on the other
hand, would cover the type of tribal society which .exists at
the edge of non-tribal societies; it arises from the fact
that the inconvenienges of submission make it altractive to
withdraw from political authority, and the nature of mountaino
or desert terrain make it feasible. | ,

For some purposes of social'anthropology, the distinc-
tion between 'simple' and 'marginai' tribalion may be of

little significance: the internal mechanics of, szy, a uni-

lineal segmentary society may be much the same whether or

)



not the so;iety is a dissident from a more centralised
civilisation. Nevertheleas} for othexr purposes the distinc-
tion may be essential. Muslim tribes are, almost by definitior
marginzally rather than simply tribel. Generally - they exist

on- the margins of larger political units Q&th urban capitals
with whom they are liable to be on parily hostile and partly
qymblotlc relations hlp. They may be danger for the central
society, but also its Shifld' Muslim tribes, even if they hap)
not to be treeted physically on the border of non—tribal
political units, must moreover be 'marginazl' in the sense

of recognising the wider community of iIslan. There is pre-~
sumably a variety of reasons which nmay. lead %o marginal
tribalism, both political and economic.

It seems t0 be a striking feafure of .the history of
Musliﬁ countries that they frequently, indeed generally, have
such "penumbra" .of marginal tribalism. In Eurcpean mogntain
areas, excluding the Balkens which in any case were the
penumbra of a lMuslim power, the phenomenon is much rarer.

It would be interesting to explore how far the Scottish

Highlands prior to 1745, or traditional Cors'ca, Abruzzi

etc., could usefully be described in these termb.

-

A significant fact concerning'Morooco (and North Africa
generally); is that, prior to Buropean penetration in the
19th and 20th centuries, it remained tribal within’as well

as without the psle. The rursl populstion within the land

of makhgen, like that of siba, remained clustered in large



. )
tribal groupings as well as the microscopic lineages on the
‘fillage scale., It was only the ;uperimposition of an European

.administration which léd to the atrophj of the uppef levels of
tribal groupings. In Algeria, this has ta@gh'place (though kin

., groupings at village level have retained, or even inggggged.x _g
their vitality). In Morocco, the French conquest camelonly in

| this century, and it(is still possiblé to draw a tribal nap

‘for the vwhole of Morocco and to identify larger tribal group-

Aot
éi.lngs on the ground, kﬁﬁﬁﬁh in a large part of the cases these

tribes no longer have much political and soclal reallty -
though they may still have ritual existence, in the form of
perlodic festivals, etc.

Morocco prior to the XXth century sounds 1ike~a'parable
on the human .condition in general. The country could be seen
as éomposed of three conceniric circles: the Inner Circle
of tg&?es who extracted taxes, the Middle Circle of tribes _
who had taxes extracted from them, and the Outer Cirele of
tribes who did not allow taxés-to be extracted from them.

The Outer Circle, is, of course, the land of siba. The
inner circle of pr1V1leged tax-extracting, dynd ty-supportlng
tribes were known as guish. The history of lorocco can be
written as the story of the struggle of successive dynasﬁies
40 meintain fheir power and suthority. The two main probiems

facing them were the recruitment of the guish- end the holding

or expanding of the land of government against the land of

siba. The history of America is sometimes written in terms



4

\

of its receding Frohtier: the histéry of Morocco can be seen
in terms of this stable or oscillating one. |

It is probaﬁly fair to say that no-definitive solution

' was found for eitﬁer.of t@ese problemns. %gcceésive Horoccan
dynasties gsed, in part or in whole, a number of different
principles of recruiting thei? military support: the tribes
from which they had'sprung and with thch they had kin lihks;

" foreign (e.g. Christisn) mercenaries; Arab tribes imported

) after“égf%%égég tﬁﬁ? in expeditions abroamd; trained Negro
slave armies; or combination of privileged tribes and standing
army. This failure to solve the Flatonic problen bf finding

% | watchdogs effective against the %olvés-but gentle with the
sheep is not the subject of this study, which is conéerned
with the wolves beyond the Pale rather than with the sheep-
dogs. ﬁé are concerned with the political orgenisation of
some of the wolves, and not with the sheep-dogs or the sheep,
and also with the social and political'transformation of the
wolves vhen, in the XXth ceﬁtury, the Frontiexr finally does

t’L[expand and engulis them in the national body politic.'

The existence of the wolves outside thg wall, of a
pernanent external proletariat to use Toynbee's term, has of
course profound implications for the society which has to
keep them out. At the worst, they present a2 permanent dhreatb
to the existing dynasty: a pérmanent reservoir, as it were,

of potential new.conquerors and new dynasfies. At best,
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they are still raiders and robbers, a scendal and an offence,

. <, LY .
instances of unpunished sins against les bon§ moeurs as well

as against public éafgty, a stending exauple of the defiance
of central author;ty. . |

¢ In fact, s@ccessive Moroccan dynasties have historic~
211y eﬁerged'ffom this outer realm ﬁhich is thus also a kind
of womb of new concentrations of power. If one thing miti-
gates the danger from the outer margin of tribes, it is its
own anarchy. The internsl organisation of the outer'tribés
is such thét they do not easily unify. Indeed, the new
dynasties'emerging from this political womb generaily did so
only'thanks 0 a kind of crystallization of zuthority by
religious charisma, which enabled them'to fuse trival support
into a unified force. ' - ' ;

If siba meant, for the ruling dynasty, an ever-present

danger and source of raiders or even rivals, central authority
in turn, or its nearest representativef also nmeant ‘for the

inhabitants of giba an ever-present danger and source of

possible aggression and oppression.

With the conirg of lMoroccan Independence in 1956, it was,
in the then atmosphere of patriotic fervour centered on the
rullng house, sonewhat embarrass1ng for the inhabitants-ol
erstwhile siba lends, and for any Moroccan intellectusl given
to reflection about his country's past, to remember the
traditions of dissidence. The characterl stics reactlor to
this was to say that dissidence was not against the Sultan as
such, but against his oppresglve local representatives. There
is an element of truth in this: reverence and some kind of
religious acceptaence of the sherifian dynasty on the throne
may in certain cases have been combined vith resistance to

his political representztives.
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The curious cdnsequence of the existence of an internal .
Frontier, as described, is that the inhabifants‘of the State
of Nature, of §1§g; were faced with a rather Hobbesian
| choice between accepting or rejecting the Social Contract:
they could submit fo the inconveniences‘of(Power and escape
the inconveniences of Anzrchy, or vice versa. Not 21l of .
them, clearly, chose the alternative commended by Hobbes as
rational. Indeeﬂ it was more often a matter of struggle
rether than choice.

It is important to stress that the line between the
State of Nature and Leviathan was neither stable, nor sharp
nor unambiguous.

Urban life in Morocco was of course concentrated in

the area of the Inner and the HMiddle Circle. There were no

towns in siba~land.
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2., Arab and Berber.

}Gﬁ‘ The population of llorocco is now in the region of %cxm
q ' -

(@illion. Of these, somewhat less than half are Berber.

Excludiﬁg Europeans, the classification of Arab/Berber
.- C

isclinguistically'exhagstive. No other indigenous language

exists in Ilorocco.

A religious classification would (excluding Europeans

agéin) also have to account for the Jewish poﬁula%ion of
iiorocco, of whom most are Arabic speakers and some Berb¢r~
speakers. (Some also speak French or Spanish.) -

An ethnic classification might also classify'the Negro
population of Morocco separately from Arabs and Rerbers.
FPeople of Negro physiczl characteristics are found scattered
throughout procco. In the South and in particular in the
oases at the edge of the Sahara, they are grouped together
in communities. These are referred to as haratin (éing:
hartani).

Geographically, Horocco is sandwiched between the
lediterranean to the North, the Atlantic to the North-West,
and the Sahara to the South. Only to the Last is there a
geographically more arbitrary frontier'with ngeria. _

There are four metntain ranées: the Rif, and the
Middle, Great and Anti-Atlas (the last including the Jebel
Saghro). .

The boundary between the Arab-spesking and Derber-

speaking areas of Horocco are, roughly, the'contmn?lines
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separating the nountains from the plains, of which the
largest is the 'Atlantic' plain. There are however, certain
exceptions. In the North, the nountainoﬁs regions of -
Ghomara and Jebala.are Arzbic-speaking. I% the centre, y
there is a Bérbef;Speaking %edge thrust deep and wide into
the plain and very nearly reaching the Atlentic. 1In the
south, in the oases at the edge of tﬁe Sahara, the linguistic
boundary forms a complex patchwork which cannot be summed up

briefly.

In turn, the boundary between siba.and makhzen corre-
lates with, but is not identical with, the Bgrber/Arab ®
division. Not all Arabic tribes weré lakhzen; not all
Berber tribes were dissident.

Nevertheless, the tie up of mountain Berber and
dissidence is sufficient for it to be suggestive to refer

to the 0ld government limes as a 'Highland line'.
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3. ¥Yhat is 2 Berbexr?

¥*
To be Berber ie to speak Berber: and hence, not to

be urban, and to have (or have -only recently lost) a niche

Unless one belongs to Berberuspeuking Jewish or Haratin
groups. Further qualifications would be necessary in Algeria
end Tunisia, vhePe urbunised Berber-speakers are less un-
common .in traditional socicty.

within some more specific Berber triﬁal groﬁﬁing;

In Lorocco there are virtuslly no Berber towms or
Berber townsmen. Though many Berbers migrate, for instance,
'ﬁMarrakesh, this soons means their Arabisation.

Hext to the absence of urban Berberism, and éonnected
with it,. are the following characteristics: +the Berber lan-
guage generally is not written, and there is no one déminant
dialect. The lingua fraﬁca ig Arabic, which is also the
language of correspondence.

Berber dialects vary from valley to valley, tribe %o
tribe, and even from village to village. As one proceeds
over larger distances, the cumnulation of minor changes ends
in real differences. Moroccan Berber dialects fall into
three groups: Tashlehait in the South, Tamazight in the
centre, end Tarifit in the Horih. .

These three are not easily intelligible between them~
selves though speakers of'one do not find it very difficult
to learn one of the other two. The transitions from one of

these groups to another may however, be gradual.

. Berbers are enthus&iasiic if ill-informed Muslimsg
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moreover, many Berbér tridbes cleim gencalogies. vwhich inply
an Arabic Oriental ancestry. Enthusiastic identification
with Islam and pretensions to Arabic origin however co-

exists with semi~conscious heterodoxy and,(in the past,‘g

tribal (though not national) political separatism.
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4. Morocco's Recent History.

¢

liorocco remained remafkably unaffected by the outside
world and its development until the 20th Century; much less
go than the Hiddle East. This 1nsulation;cdomparable perhaps
to that which persisted in the Yemén%ﬂuntil recent years, is
all the more remarkable if one considers Horocco's geograph-
icél proximity to Europe, that on ité'eastern‘border there
was French controlled Algeria, and above: all, that this
insulated society was not.only a tribdl:one, but contained
large and.ﬂlourishing cities and an urban‘civilisatidn. The
socliological reasons for this imperviousness %o ouéside )
influence would'no doubt repay invesﬁigation; it would be
interesting to know why MNMorocco was comparatively so éhort
of 'young Turks! and similar stirrings. Such influences as
did reach it came from the Muslim world, notably the puritan—.
ical Islamic, 'Reform llovement' from Egypt and the rest of.
the Maghrib. - The political and military factors aiding the
preeexrvation of isolation aré easier to discern. The great
povers neutralised each other, and indeed it was not uﬁtil-
some x@%ga&eas horse deéling'took place in this centur& that
the way was open to western milita;y penetration. : -

This penetration began seriously in the first decade
of this centﬁry. french landings began in IQQZ. The Ndroccan

government. was caught between the external eneny and its

own dissident subjeets. A certain circle ﬁanifested itself:

government .was unable to cope with the latter without foreign
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assistance, but the acceptance of such aid only exacerbated
the xenophobia of its own.sﬁbjects and increased.  the nunmber
of its ovm internal ememies. A Sultan might be deposed for
being insufficiently firm with the foreigner, but his
successor, carriéd to the throne on a wave of xenophobia,
would éoon be forced t0 pursue a similar policy. This pro-
cess culminated in %he establishmentiof the Fgenéh protector-
ate in 1912, With Berber tribesmen under the walls of Fez, -
the Sultan, who had himself supplanted his predecessor in
the nanme of hostility to alien penetration, was forced to
seek foreign aid and come to. terms with the French.

The French occupation of nost of ‘what had been the old
governmental pale was completed by the beginninglof tﬁe fivst
World Var. : A new wave of xentphobic préten&ers was defeated.
The traditionally dissident areas however, were only con-
quered slowly and painfully after.the war, in a series of
campaizns only terminated in 1933 and 1934.. ‘

Only in the Rif did these compaigns face a united
enemy. In cther areas, including the one we are concérned
with, it was a piecemeai matter of coping with smail fribal
units, 2lmost one by one. This 'pacification' wes as much
a political as a military effair. It was the ambition of
those who eﬁgaged in it to achieve as much of it by political

neans as possible, and the view was expressed that ethno-

graphic reconnalssance and exploration wes the best prelin-

inary to successful pacificaﬁ§9n7) The consequence was a



sociclogical orientation and curiosity from the very start,
a tradition which persisted.in the administration}~ much of
which remeined military - after pacification had been achieved.
It should however be added that this ethnographic and socio-
logical work was éone lergely by'military officers, znd such
theoretical bases as it had ere not, I think, to. be sought
in the sociological faculties of Paris or other universities.
Presunably‘there was an alienation between the predominantly
right wing orientation of the army, perticularly the'part of
it located in Morocco, ‘snd the rather different or;entation
of the sociologicai tradition.

Apart from the pacification and its conclusion, the
nost significant political event was the promulgationiin

1930 of the famous Dahir Berbeére. This decree was to regu—

late the legal status of the pacified Berber tribal terri-
tories. Its. egsence was to give these areas the option of
reméining separate from the national HoroCcan Huslim legal
system, and to continue 40 be ruled by tribal customary law
under supervision of the new French administration. The pron~
ulgation of this decree.triggere& off modern HorocCan.
neticnalism. It offended traditional Huelim séntiment by:
appearing to underwrite hetrodox non-Huslinm practices, and
indeed to eﬁcourage them: morecover, ot the time it arodsed
the suspicion that this was merely the £iTst step in the

attenpt to convert the Berbers from Islam. It egually’

offended ecmergent modern nationalist feeling by exenplifying
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a policy of divide and rule, ané attempting to alienate the
Berbers from the rest of liorocco.

Sonme aspects'of this decrce were subscequently abrogated,
but a very large part of the Berber tribescdid continue to
maintain their customary law until the end of the protector-
ate in 1956. (Some did not, notadly the ones in the Rif where
it'had been abrogatéd by Abdel Krim; iand those in the areas
dominated by the great chieftéﬁs such as the Glawi, who found
customary tribal law inconvenient, not so much for its
content, but owing to the fact that it required for its admin-
igstration the survival of independent tribal assemﬁiies.)

Prom the sociologists' view point, the consequence of

the Dahir Berbere was the placing of tribal custom and

ingtitution into a kind of ice box, between -the time of
'pacificafion' of the tribes and 1956. This ice box did not,
of course, preserve that custom exactly in the form in which
itﬁgé;?briginally. For instance, things incompetible with a
modern administration or repugnant to its more fundsmental
norel convictions, such as blood feuds or slavery, were
abolished. (But blood money in case of murder was not.) Tor
another thing, the sheer fact that some practice or rule was
operating in the context of a supefimposed colonial adminis-
tration gavé it a different social'significance from that
which it had in the context of tribal anarchy. Again, the

administration of tribel customary lew was reformed and

stylized: +the competence and hierarchical ordering of
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various tribal tribunals was. settled with greater order and
less inherent ambiguity, than they had in their orlginal form.
vevertheless, the preaervation even “of a.dlutorted and
stylized‘traditlongl.Berber.tribal uocietytdld greatly facili-
tate the reconstruction of the carliér situation for. the
observer. -The function of an instltution ight change, but
its nonirial contlnnities provide valuab]e clues to the
previous working of it. lloreover, throughout thelperiod of
the French protectorate memy of the Berber areas were compar-
atively.isoiated from the rest of Ilorocco where change was
more. rapid. Before the second ¥orld V¥ar, extensivé areas
were still classed as 'zones of insecurity' znd movement
from and into them was restricted. This situation_reéppeared
when the IFranco Ioroccan politieal crisis developed not so
very long after the second war, except that it was the new
urben areas which were now politically 'insecure' rather
than the old tribal omes: still, the in’giﬁzzng effect wa
the same.

The confliet between Horoccan nationalism and the French
authorities gathered moﬁentum after the.Anglquﬁmerican
landings in Nortn Africa during the war. .

The leadership of the Hcroccén nationalists had roughly
speaking two kinds of comporents: an elder in generation of
people with a primarily Muslim traditionalist. orlentation,
formed by the idcas of tnﬁ9§§§érm movement, and a younger

generation of mainly French trained intellectuals whose ulti-

mate ideological inspiration was modern Iuropean rather then
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Islsmic. In the struggle for iﬁdependence, thé dpp&siﬁion
between these two tendencieé on the whole rémained latent.
Such splits as occurred then did ££§ follow this fuggiggpfa;
line of fission. _. ’ ¢

< The'nationéiists succeeded in 6btaining-tﬁe support
of the new urban proletariat, notably in Casablerica, end in
some meéasure, limited by cautionm, that of the monarchy. Ihe
French attempted to use against them traditional elements
such 88 the religious fraternities and the 'bled', which
1itcrally means country and became an aéapted Freheﬁ word,
neaning the countryside or rural society, and which in
effect meant the muthorities in ursl traditional sociedy.-
Of these, the most formidable were the powerful Berber chief-
tains, notably the Glawi.

' The crucial event in the ‘struggle was the exile of

the gégg;%ﬁ Sulten b& the French in 1953. e was exiled in
reséonse to a questionsbly spontanéous movenent against hin
oréanised by various rural chieftains under the leadership
of the Glawiy  and supported more or less bveftly by be%h
official and unofficial French groups. This gave the ﬁationu
aliets their chance, and they made use of it with very greet
effectiveness. The symbol of the exiled Xing enabléd them
te rouse opposition to the French not merely from the !
intelligenté@and'the new proletariat, dut in éue course from

the countryside as well.: When, in the end, this opposition

threatened 1o spread even into the recesses of the nounteaing,
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thie in.conjunction with the outbreak of the Algerien war
decided the issue, znd the,French surrendered. Horoeco
became independent in 1956. o _ N

The high pergpd of the crisis from"Q? to the end of
*'55 meant increasé& isolation for the mountain areas, but
also an increased awsreness of the outside conflict,into
which the tribesmen were beginning o .be dravm. Neverthe-
'less, in the deeper recesses of the mountains, the Nation-
alists had not yet succeeded in forming effective cells,
though individual tribesmen were in contact with cells in
the market towns on the edge of the plain. When.thé French
surrender and lloroccan independence ceme, it took the tribes-
men, and . perhaps others, somewhat by surprise.
. In the tribal areas with which we are concerned, inde-
pendence meant{fhe—fviithng%% not the abrogation of a
supefimposed.dentralised administration, .put after an
interregnum, simply its continuation with the French personnel
replaced by Moroccans. Secondly, it meant after a little
delay, abrogation of the hitherto preserved customary law,
and its replacement by & centralised legal system which does
not, differentiate between Berber and Arab, néﬁ between one
tribe and the next. fhirdly, it méant the end of the
Zildberive syns ek tribal notsbles as intermediaries between

larger groupings and the administration. Finally, it meant
easy movement between the vi%%gges and the towns, and the
emergence of a new institution, the rural cells of political

parties.
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In due course, it also was to mean the establishment
of 'rural communes' not necessarily correspdnding to the
. clder tribal groupings, with elected rural councils. . After

various postponements thece councils were finally eleccted
. in The late spring of 1960. IuriNE—Fthe InUCIVEIing 1oUT
yeors—tne {TIFes, ked Headmen for units of about village

size were.appointed by the administration sfter "consulta-

tion with the population".
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4

5. The Struegele for liorocco's Past.

Anthropologists: are given t0 seeing tribal legends as
charters of current prectices. Similarly, nationsal hiétofy
tends to be written.and‘iﬁ%erpreted so as to charter current
nationel SGntimen%'and aspiration. | |

In Korocco, hqweﬁer, the s;tuation is cémpiicated
further. The French, whose Yrotectorate co~exﬁstéd with the
Yiakhzen from 1912 +ill 1656, are a historically minded people.
Indeed, the Prench occupation of liorocco was, partly for
the reasons indicated, remarkable for its historiographical
and sociological precccupations.

Hence, there is not merely =a Hdrobcan,'but élsoia
F;énch interpretation of lMoroccan history and the salient
features of Horodcan society. At present, until Morocecan
scholars haw had time enough, and until Horocco can spare
enough of its trained men to devote itdelf to the subject,
it is inevitable that osne should lean heavily on Prench hist-
oriography. lioreover, the young Moroccans who have presented
alternative interpretations are themselves frequentiy french—.
trained, write in Prench, and have z great affinity with
secular French culture tﬁén with traditional lforocco. -

But, the issues and features described in sketching
this general background < éigg versus makhzen, custom versus
Koramic law, Arab and Berber - are and weré heavily ;harged

with political feeling in the recent past.

1t is impossible to abstract from these things, or
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égain not to use.the recognised historiography, however
politically oriented it may-be. It is posgible, however,
to take two-precuuticna:' (a) To specify'expl;citly'those '
aspects of the general, picture which could be checked, and
were checked, tinthe field'. (B) To give some account of
the 'battle for liorocco's past.' This should enable the
reader.to draw his own conclusions, aﬁd it is in ény case
of considerable intrinsic interest.

The conflict between the French "prolecting power".
and .the ¥oroccan nationalists of. course had its intellectual
or ideologicél aspect. lioroccaen nationalism began és a
religious or xenophobic movement, but it became in due course
awm nationalist one, having absorbed the doctrine
that an independent national state is the natural political
unit.  The FPrench  attack on this position concentrated on
stressing, as is customary, in such circumstances, that no
genuine national politicel unit had existed prior to their
own intervention. |

in faet, however, llorocecs is not en zarbitrary ﬁefritory°
carved out by colonisl mép makers. It has quite a'marked
geographic unity and a definite historical personality. -
Hence the attack could not - and did not - proceed from any
prenise of tﬁe arbitrariness or non-existence of Horoceco as
a unit. Its mein premise was not that in some sense a

Moroccan unity had never existed, but that ﬁithin it there

was a profound division between the area controlled by the



central state and the aé extensive dissident areas of the
independent tribes. It seemed inportant for the Prench to
assért that this divisioﬁ was fundamentsal; hence.it céme’
to seen equally important for the lloroccans to deny it.

< This hisfof&cal and sociologieél igsue was, through-
out mosf of the per%od of French rule? of acute éontemporary
relevence owing to the judicial and administrativé separation
of Berber regions from the rest of Morocco. It was this, =s
described, ﬁhat triggered off the beginnings of Noroceccen
nationalism, and it continued to be a source of gr;gvance
throughout.

It should not be assumed that fhe’ideology was homo-

geneous on either side of the fence. Within the French
camp, there was a divieion of view bvetween those who helieved
that Berber separatism should or ﬁiould have been encouraged,
to the very extreme of establishing a separate "Berberistan"/
and those who believed that the essence of French action in
lorocco was or ought to be through the dynasty. On the
¥oroccan side, there were those to vhom the idiosyncraéies
of Berber life were simﬁly a scandal to bve terminated és
speedily as possible, an& others, especially of late, whe
see in the historic fact of dissidence an evidence of demo-
cratic cOndi{ions and principles useful in combaiting the
thesis that llorocco is an absolute theocracy, principles

which they wish to see translated and re-established in

modern terms.
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The ideological use of these historical and socio-
logical issues I do not propose to explore hcre, having done

. 80 elsewhere.)but it is necessary to state that and how
these issues are of political signiflcanceu

Oﬁrcertaln fact c, there can be no éispute: §;§§',

- self-conscious tripa; 1ndependence‘or‘dissidence;‘did~exiSt.
This is aéreed by bbth sides, snd of fhis I 2n also sure on
the basis of field experience, which on this point is
quite unambiguous. What is at issue 1s just what it meant
in various res pects and vhat interpretations are to bve put
cn it. Some light will I hope be thrown on this question

in the course of describing in detail the religious and

political forms of one particular part of Siba-land.

7 /W//Z borr Tt Gioter I3EL. ' '
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. The centrel High Atlas.

The are- which can be described in this vey (and will be
80 described in thiséatudy) is in the centre of lL.orocco, where
'the }Middle Atlas range merges with &ebo thecﬁigh Atlas. (It is
sonetimes described as a part of the Niddle ‘tlas or as the
Castern High .tlas. Geographical terminology is not consis-
" tent on this point.) - ‘ |
a The mountain massif rises steeply and charply -out of
the flat Tadla plain. Thereafter, it becomes & kind of undu-
lating plateauw riven by numecrous deep gerges. The {inal
wsatershed, which rises to above 4000 meters, is reaéhed.after.
some distance. The uplands then slopé off to the Lades valley,
on the southern side of the Atlas, which in turn separﬁtes it
from an easterly continuaticn of the Anti-Atlas, the Jebel‘
Saghro range. Beyond the Jabel Saghro, there is the Sahara,

The linguistic boundary here follows the besinnings
of the mountéins, excepty in es for as the Berber-cpeaking area
spills over into the plein, t0 a depth of a few villages, so
to speak. The vhole .of the (easily discermible) mountaln area’
is Berber-spealking.

A'good deal of the atlantic-ward slping part of the
uplands is foryested. ilone, or viréuaily ncae, c¢f the Sahara-
ward slopes have any forest. .

The most significaent features of the landscape are:
much of the plateau, in its higher rcaches when approaching

the gtlas watershed is more or less uninhabitedble in winter
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and heavily snowed up for a number of months. During the
SuUmmex, ﬁowever, this uplend brovides éaﬁisfactory pasture.
The uplands arc generally short of water, but not disastrously
so: the flock can he watered et wells. The valleys and
gorges olten have pernenent streams running through them, and
-ifrigation agriculture is practicavle and practiced in themn.

‘ . Facing the plain, the uountainé preseht a formidable
and sudden wall, interrupted by fierce énd narrow gorges. Any
would-be invader from the plain would have either to venture
on to the arid plateau-land, with its scarce wells, or try to
force a passage up one of the gorges, vhere rocks and forest
make ambushes easy. In fact, there is no record of a2 success-
ful invasion of the uplands siralght up from the plain; there
are local nemories of unsuccesnsful attenpts during the reign
éf Mulay Hassan ( 1£73 - /1£99). These attenpits were defeated
at a narrow point in the principal outelet-gorge. (This
point has since been blocked by & bydro-electric barrage, the
biggest in North Africa, which thereby crcated a huge lake in
the area abuve it, where the gorge opens up.) The Frenéh
congquest of the region caﬁe not directly from the piain, but
nainly from the South Vest from more accessible uplands, and -
also from the South.

liost 6f the inhabitanta of the region are, in some
mneasure or another, transhumants. By far the biggest annusal

movenent of transhumency is the one arising from the repested

occupation and evacuation of the high plateau adjoining the

watexrshed.
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Annually in épring, femilies and flocks of the large Ait
tta fribe from the South nove up to this platedu, only to
vacate i% again in the autuzn. o
. Zawiya Ahansal, the éentre;piece of the political
system to be described and the foccl point for this atudy, is
‘a shrine end a villege located very nearly at the final point
.in the cu;«de—sac, of.one of the nmain gorges as it. thrusts

T

into the final plateau towards the watershed.
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7. Conmparative bLexrber Polivicse.

There exists an intefesting literature on the
.political sociology of DBerbers ﬁg %Sferal. The study of this
- subject cuiminates in the work of Robert lontagne,%
ané <its conclupions can be summarised'as‘follows: the cruclal
”Berber political institution is the mo@ety, known as a leff
in Southern Morocco, and as a goff in Algeria. Suéh peace
and order as is meintained is due to the even balancing of
mecieties. Occasionally the balance is upset by some skilful

manipulator, and then one gets a highly irensient concentration

of power: it does not take many generations before there is
a relapse to the initial condition. fhus there is e kind of
pernanent oscillation between the egalitarian balancing of
moieties, and transicent crystellisation of personal tyrammies.
BDuring the first condition, the assembly is the paramcunt

power: during the sceond, these are abrogated in the inter-

[}

ests of the tyrant.

m
e .
p
L4

This acéount is in scme ways strikingly similar {o
the generzl theory of tri$a1 politics, based primerily on
lorth African material, elaborated by Ibn Khalduﬂ.(]??Z-‘/iaéfx
in the fourteenth ceniury. Ibn Khalduﬁ does not give us an
account of thé internal mechanics of tribal politics, but his
theory does involve the dectrine of the oscillation. sre-
sunmably llontagne was influenced by Ihn hhaldﬁn’s doctrine and

he certzainly used his material. His theory makes use both of
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medieeval end of ruch modern politicel tribal history.
Ibn Khaeldun is very nearly the only source for the former.
) Ihn Eheldur also has a theory which nakes the ofdiﬁary
'kinship~baéed tribal cohesion eufficient, snd indeed very
effective, but oppgses to it the one éther source of cohesion,
religion; Tribcl cohesion fused with religion hecomes an
. ' - * ‘
explosive force. If one gives this theory o sherp outline,
bne.@gégn finds religiop of no particular imbortance in normal
tribal ccntcgts, where it is redundant, aggfgﬁiy of im?ortance
as the necessary.element in the big tribal‘éxplosions?ﬂThe
system of the Ahansali holy lineages of the centeral iligh
Atlas forms an intercsting exception or counter example to

-
these theories, on a2 number of countsfj It is fairly stable.
There is no oscillation. Hoth the egalitarisn diffusion of
power in the lay tribes and their assémblies, and the concen-—
tretion of influence zmongst the{holy lineages, are stable
and permnnent. The stability of ezch depends on the other
end they complement each other. The stability of each requires

the cxistence of the other. WNoreover, the religion is impor-~

tent dgnrpnrr T

tribal 1life, politically explosive. Ilorecover, there are no’

g, &nd it is not, in

moieties: there is indeed se?mentat;oﬁ, but the nunmber two

has no pre-cminence, (
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ciapner 2 Th Froblem.

et e s e s

1. The Problem Stated

The prbblem is, emsentislly, the working of 5 hagiarchy,
the 'rule' - if this is not too strong & tern - by heresi*ary
'saints in on cnarchic cgrentaxy cnviron“ent.

| ?he_area surrsuanding thonsal displays o mmber of
,interQSting features: a strong religiovs influence in political
natiers,. and, appurently s giable one. On the other hoend, it
does not manifent those regular neieties vwhich have been
claime@ to be the charscteristic features of Berber political
life.

To vhat extent nny one spesk of a *marabauticﬁatate!,

& dynesty, an hagiarchy? Or, to put it the other HRY , BOW

is on anarchic 5tate of Neture mitigeted by hereditery saints?

The ternm "mersbout? has becone an sdepited French word. (the
local Berber word is gzzurrsm.) For instance: "Ainsl ascociés

sux républiques independanies, les marsbouts participent scuvent
de leur &tonnante stabilité et de la force au’y conservent les
traditions. Certaines dynasties religicuses - ceclle des
fthansael, gue les Yraditions locales font r@montcr gu XIile
gitcle... parvienncnt ainsi L conserver le pouvsir plus long~
temps que les chorfa msitres de 1'Empire.”

R. entegne: "Les Berberes et le Haxhoen dang le Swd du Karoc",
Pi’ris, 19/0' P.‘é'llo - .

X1 should be noted that this pausage appepred in a book pab~
lished three years before the {inecl con qvcst of the disside

two thirds of the “dgna&ty" of ;hau@ai, and of lawiys Ahans ml

it;glf, znd of the » = : D mejor part of Ahansol-
and.,

In brief ~ how did the Bmle of ..aints, or Anprehy

Kitigated by Noliness, asintoin ito alf and functiont ’‘nd



wihat formg d4id it esounc in ito deccline under the impoet of

the nedern world?
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2. Segnentation and Ancestors

The Berbers of the Centrel Nigh Atlas, like all other
 Horoccan tribes, cre a segmentary patrilineal people. The'

© general nature and functioning of segmentary societies is a

. familiar and well’éxplored theme in social anthropology. In
thia reépect, the situation in the Cegtral High Atlas is per~
hans not particularly orig;nal o;”;é;;:gstlng, .and accounts
applieable to siniler socicties eclsewhere are probadbly valid
here. Kevertheless, it may be useful to restate soame ‘of the
general features of segmentaticn for the gsske of the complete-
ness of the analysis, and indicate their relevance to  the
local situation in slightly more detadl.

The affiliation of = Berber to a social group is generally
expressed in terme of his alleged patrilincal descent. -llost of
the rights and duties zllocated him are such ' in Virtue.of his |
mele ancestorz in the male line. Sceizl groups in Berber
socicly generally have the name Ait X. X is usually but not
always the name of a person, »uch as Prabim or Tohamed. In
principle & nan is a member of a group A£it X in virtue 5f
being a descendant of X.. |

- A mgn's nane generally consists of.three linked parts:
first, his own proper name, second, his faether's name, and
third & name 1ndlcating the irmmediately larger group which will

ot ememtn, pwisdl eva

often also be the nane ofYhis grandfather. The name of the

wonan has a similar structure and does not change on marriage:

apart from her personal neme, it will include her father's
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nene and his immediate group. In daily life, the names are
of course often abb;eviatea.by onitting the last or the last

.two constituents.

Por instance, @& man‘g nzme night bve Daud u S2id n'ait
Yussif, David son of Said of the people of Yusoif. Ideéily,
Yussif would be tke nane of his grandfather, and the Ait
Yussif, the people Yussif, would cover all other families
'deacen&eﬁ from the senc grandfather. In fact, vavious adjust-
menta’may‘tage place:' Yussif nay have had no sons cther than
Said, the 41t Yussgif thus being co-extensive with tge Alt
Said, and there is little point in dwelling on the grondfather's
name; but {there may dbe ébmg;%ﬁﬁsfreséing the little~ci§n
affiliaticn inside the village, Daud's olan being (sayibne of
the three in thé village) the Ait Ahmad. He will then describe
hinself as Daud u Said n'ait Ahmed.‘ Cther aﬁjustments‘of'ﬁuch'
kinds occur, A o

In daily intercaurée,,a man~m§y be called by his own
nzpe, or that in conjqnction &ith his father's, or it in con-
Junction with the clan's name, or by his father's name élone
(prefixdd by "u®), or by @n.accepteé nicknene’ |

-Daud's sister Tuda would describe herself as Tuda Seid
n’git fusmif (or n'ait Ahmed), or might in igitatigg of Aradb
ways describe.herself as Tudz bint'said,etc. Het peme does
nhof-conrse,—change-on-mereisge. |

Ferzinine names seldon appeér "higher ﬁp" in thc neme,

60 to speak, though occasionally they do. A élave, particularly
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\
a femele one, nay be identificd by her mother rather them hor ﬁ\
father, c.g. Potna n'Zide, Patmz of 2ida's; or parailcl xJ
.villuge clans, clainming descont from the same ancestor, mey |

" name themsclves not-after the sons of the common zncestor but |

had

rafter his respective wives %ho are alleged to~havq given birth f
.to'the segmenfing song, as for instance 41t 8fia, A4lt Ashi'sha
in Zowiya Ahonsal. '

.y . %ocf’l " . '

The bhasic feature of ¢ eslaw of éfgggitance is that

brothers inherit egqually. The whold systen is synmetrical ao

—%

=

netween brothers. .

Socinl grﬁups-are atrongly endegemous. The preferred
forn of marriege is to thé\éat:i#Aateral parallel eausi£.
This preference is expressed ﬁegatively, as the right of nll
nole parallel cousing, inclﬁding mafe ﬁistanthanes, to ochject
to and prevent a marricge of & girl to someone outside the
ezgnatic group. ‘The suitor from outside the‘grcuﬁ hasAto
obtain the consent of the male patri-iateral cousins of his
would-be-bride bhefore he can nerry her.

éke@24@52§gzazy; in order to conceytuﬁlieé and express
theupatritlinéﬁlTsegmcntary orgenisetion of'g§§ socliety,

Berbeﬁg_do not gemerally &rew disgrams. The situstion is ex~

pressed and deseribed genealogically. The most stendazrd kind
of Berber geneslogy is Gccamisf: ﬁneeﬁtors'aré nét myltiplied
beyén&‘neceasity. The individual knows the namé of his father
and of his grendfather: after that, he éill name or know of

only those ancesters who perform the usefyl task of defining



35.

a social group. Ancestors vho do not carn their keep by per-
forming this task are not worth the wear of remembering (or

inventing).
It ighcommonplace of the treatment of such genealogles

that they cannot be taken at their face valge. For one thing,
and the most obvious one, the remembered ancestors are simply

"~ to0 few: - I¢ one believed these genealogles, one would have
‘o assume a most phpnomenal growth of population over the
receny centurieb, and imaglne the ntlas, not so very many

years \ago, inhabited by a very small number of extremely virile
‘0ld men}dncestors of virtually the whole of the present popu-
1at10n. ‘But genealogies of this kingd -are inaccurate not merely
th:ough ﬁheir omissions, through *'forgetting! all séciélly .
redundant ancg§€ors. It would be equally rash‘to assumg-that
the?rememberé@ éncestors are survivors from genuinély real
1in%s of descgﬁﬁ, islends of true meﬁory gticking out of 2 sea
of gblivion. The islands themselves may be spurious., To
rea%ise this, one needs only reflect tpat the existing soclal
pro%ps generally neecd an ancestor as a kind of conccptual
apex' an ancestor, howcver real, doee not need a social group.
Indéed he is pas% needing enything, and not in a positlon of .
brlnglng it into being if he w1shedo The presently ex1et1ng
°ociaa\ sroup on the other hand is in a position to satisfy its.
needf&or 2 concept which 1t requires to cxpress its very
ex1stence (le xving aside the need, p@gﬁﬁggvva by enthropological

theorygxof reinforeing its solidarity).
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Zhe mest typical Berbter genealogy,:;pe Qcecanist one,
with 2 rcaenbered father ané grsndfather:&aﬁd theregﬁter
. only ancestors who in fact define exieting groupings, is
howaver but one form o geneslogy nay take, tﬁcugh the most
. corfmon and hnsic'%ype.-~ﬁwo factors ﬁay leed to a modifica-
tion to this typre of genealogy: coxtremc seaent&r;sation and
sanctity.

Very sendentarised tribes, l.c¢. those in whose lives
&gficultureu(with irrigated end hence inpobile fields) pleys
a fer larger part than pastoralinom, msy dispense with geneo—
| logical definitiona of the larger, higher level soclal
groupings. In their cese, the wider and more genoral(groups
ngy be definaﬁ.gaographicaliy. Thers nay be, at tho top,
levels of segmentation where ithe word Ait is followed net

. be & personal pome but by s place nsme. The genealogical

conceptualisation of groups only cozmes in at the lower levels,
¥ithin the region I on concerned with, there is one tribe
where this has unambigueualy.hapgeneﬁ. It is wortih goting
that the aituaiion seeng similer in the wastern*ﬁigh Aélés,

wherc most or all trites are very scéent&rised.‘ All this

Cf. Jacques Bergue. Structures Socizles du Haut-Atlas. /3585

hovever, does not disturb the tree~-like ncatness of the
segrontvary systen, though it does confliet with some widely

accerted theories about Berber mentality.?'

AY

- A ce sujet, le lecteur, peu fanilierisé avee les fugons de
renser arabved, doit se pénéirer fortenent de ceite idée,
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qu'Arabes et Berbbres ont une conception “bio*opicue“, nen

territoriale de lea patrie; ils ne disent pas: *Je ouis de tel

village", nais "Jiaoppartiens h telle tridu®. (Récemmeont, nous

aviova en main un livre sur la préhistoire en Angleterro; i1
intitulleit: Zhe enrlicsot Fnglishman; qu'il aidy pu y aveir

des Anglaio, eﬂ Angletcrre, avant l'arriviée des Angles, est

an point de vue qui ochﬁppermit & nos indigtnes!)?

. {G.h. Dousguet, Les Berberes, (resses Gn*veraitai*es de FPrance,

Poris,1957, p.52.)

In generzl this is true, but exceptions exist, notaodly
cgnongst well-sedentarised groups. Conslder the followi
guotations from Prof. Jacques RBeraue's "Structurxres Socisles du
,Hagt)ﬁtlas", (Presses Universitaires ée Prance, Paris, 1555,
Peb3)s '

, "iontagnards, Sédentaires.

e 07 le premier résultat de l'analyse ctest gqu'ils
sont des_ imnigr“nuu, et que, fait plus inat?uctif, ils n’cnm
sucune gone & avouer une origine étrangbre. Ils y nmetient menme
.o Guoclgue coqu»tterie....ﬁn sent que leur sncobispme nt est n«s
de revendiquer une ascendance arabe ou chérifienne. I1 ent de
subsister ensemble, alors ou'on vient de si loin... ¥n ne pose.
pas au beau fils venu 4°* riﬂrt, neis plutot a2 1'ascetucieux
petit baAtard qui s'encaetre L se juste place.”

A s4milar degeription would apply to the inportent highly
sedentarised tribe of Bu Gmew in the central Nigh Atlas, and
nossibly 10 some others, though net to the four really large
groeupings whoe noke up msst of the clients cf the szints of '

this study.

The manner in which sanctity affects genealogles is far
more important foxr our purpeses. Saints do not have Cccanist
geneelogies. On the contrary, they hove Veblenegque ones,
inGulging in 2 kind of conspicuous display of genealogical
wealth., The more ancestors the nmerrier, &nd certainly the bette:
A typical sueccessful saint will pogsess z geneslogy which cone
toins a long string of nemes of whom only seme have the role |
of defining exist ting corporete groups, by stonding at the spex
of thelr genealogy; ond indeed only some have any kind of
inage or personelity sttiached to their naméo, {In the ease of

the Cccanist ancestors of 1lsy tribes' segments, an image noy

also be lacking - but such a face-«less ancestor defines &
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group instead.) Such ancestors, faceless and groupless,

- sinply add to the richness of the descent line.
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3. Rivide that ye need not ve ruled (ZIhe Yoncept of Scrmentatior

As stated Berbers of the Atleo are patrilinenl aznd seg-
mentary, though there are irportant differences héfweeﬁ-the
segmentation of holy znd of lay groups, and ininor differences
within each of the two general classes. .

The notion of a segmentary soclebty comprices geveral
connected elements:

(1) It contains a theory of socisl cohesion, a theory
wvhioch deseribes & woy of improving on the maxin Divide aﬁa
“rule. That maxim reecommends s technigue for faciliisting
government., Segmentary socleties cmploy the sone teclinigue
for doing without government altogether: divide thet ge need
not be ruled. |

“The idéa,nnderiying the theory is that the funciions
of maintaining cohecion, sociél‘ccntrol, sore degree of “law
end order?, which normally depend largely on specialised
agencica with sanctions a1t their Qisaposal, caon be perforned
with tolercble efficlency, compatible with the survival-of the-
sociely ns in some sense .one unit, simply by the balancing®

and “"epposition” of conatituent grouss. Vhol defines s cepment-

zry sosiedr is not thet this does otcur, bub thet this is very

neariy 211 thot cccurs.

The pessibiiity of anchisvinzg no much by so simple a
device depends on other features of segmentary societys:
(2) A "tree-like" siructurc: groups to wnhich a person

cen belong are arranged 4in o system such that, starting from
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the largoest group, there is a set of nutuslly exclusive and
jointly exhsustive subgroups of i, and each of these sinilerly
has a zet of sub-subgroups, cnd 86 On, untii one axrvives st
. the ultimate atome, be they irdividusls or fentlics. &
hgaisn, vhot -efises & aegmentary eodiety is not thet
a systen of groups sztinfying these ‘conditions car be found
within it, but thet only such a system (or very nearly) can
be fouhd within it. | |
The consequences of this are cobvious and striking:
from the viewnoint of any group, ita composition cuan be apeci-
fied without smbizuity, snd without any darger of using ori~
‘teria of membership which might cut across each other. The
social universc in such 4 case céﬁsiats‘of groups slways
definazble in the simplest logically simplest and neatest wey,
by genus nnd differentia, by cpecifying the next higher-ilovel
group (gemis) and the principle sepoarating the subgroup-to-
be~defined fron the others within it (differentia). One

apcestor provides the genus, snother the differentia. UJueh a

he g

soclal world is of couvrse in this respect very different Irom
thode numerous other wniverses, sccial or other, in which
principles of eubdivision untidily out acrasg-aaah'ctherg
1eaving open or anbiguous bvorderlines, confliceting critﬁfia,'
and 80 on. ‘

Prom the viewpeint of any individuel, the c§naeqnéﬁce
(ie that he firds hinself st the‘centre of a series of con-

certric "nested” circies, & series of larger and larger groups

to which he belongs, whosc boundaries can neveor cut acrossg
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cach other. A member of o segmentary soclety can perhaps

cxperience a conflict of priorities (should he attend to a
feud between sub-gréupa hefore attending to a war between '
groups?), but he can hardly experience an outright conflict

@i Ciany ;a’(‘<'¢!,

of loyaelties, groups being ®0 arranged that there are no

6verlap8.

Segnentation is a kind of nondel of sbstraction st its
‘neatest. Distant ancestors are like abstract concepts,
denoting more {(people alive now) and connoting less; close

sncestors are more concrete; "denoting' fewer descendants and

ntbotimit o 2 xj Cf EMEatos Gewend Loge . 300,
ccnnoting nore o/n-. ) f 26§ pra 44’/.7. T
It is a formal properties of "frees" in the methematicel

[ASTEE g «
sense that there is‘only one route from eny point to eny other
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Segmentory systems, as expressed for instances in the geneal-

ogles* of pcrsons involved in them, are indeed "trees™ in this

Berbers use the Arabic word for tree to describe genealog;es.

sence. The formal property of uniqueness of connection between

any two points on a 4ree has its importent social correlate -
wtas s of buor (el J

the social relation bhetween sny two individusle is‘unambiguous

and unique.

L tree-like sgtructure of the kind &escfibed-would seen

essential if the first feature, reliance on opposition to
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stimulate echesiog, i5 renlly to characterise the soclety.
“he tree-like structuro ensures that for any conflict thet noy
.arise, there nre some groups thet ean be activated ond &hiéh
- will "balesncc! each other. A belance of power does not necd
'to be devicsed, preésure-groups and codnter~preasnre*grougs do
..not reed to be iavented and reeruited: they are ever-ready,
'thcj exist potentially all slong the line, "in all sizes", &nd
their rivalry, ¢ven if 1ntent, ensures the activation of the
relevant grouvs when a cqnﬁlict doesa cTOop up. |
Por any sociecty, o cormonr thresi, a comzon eneny, is
the eagiest and perhaps mnoet efficscloues cetulyost of ccheoion.
4 sopmentary socicty is one for which this 4o very near;y the
only importent fsctor making f{for cohesgion, ond whiéh is so
GOﬁveniently arranged that connon thrests and enemies sxe
av#ilable all along the line, fecilitwbting co-operaticn at all
kindo of levels. A purc sogmentary society would be one in
which groups canmo into being_gg;i in opposition, in which no
co-operation took place.which was not, as it wore, & necgation
of something. I .doubt whether completely purc 9egmentar§
societies in this sense eiist, but those which are nbrﬁally
called. segmentary apoproximate to sucy a gimplified tyve tor o
greater or smaller extent. (Cne obvious qualification of 'pure’
sesmentariness'is that groupe conmbine not only in opposition
to others, but slso in opposition to nature, in joint work tc¢
control or resist natursl forces.) | |

The point that s scgmentary society provided cohesion-

pre“cipiteting hostile groups "oll along: the line®, in all
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sizes, needs 2 crucisl qualification: "4t may fail to do 50

et the tor end at the bottom of the scale. At the béttom,_a

.conflict such as may reeult in (suy) fraitricide sctivates no

group which would be concerned with righting the'wrvng; at

. the top, once we ged befOna the outermost of the neqted grouys,‘

there ie no notion in terms of which a lerger group still
g lnge Ha sy G et wew  Gtenr gwwmf"—» be wTiveted. GFo g T9
cculd be broauht into effective operation.V The sociely vxth

which we are concerned is not a purely segmentary cne by either

3t nested zroup pes . I)BOCLEtY, 12/
TS Toy—1Be ctbz £ ite univy.
\\\"-—_""‘:—‘

sf these touchutene&. Fratricide ney. or nuy not be the corcern
of the wider grour, Yaccording to the margl character of the
killed brether“', but 1% can be t”e&taﬁ as an gffconce ngpinst

the wider group for wﬁicq it excets a retribution from its HwWn

In the case of a brother who iz held to VYo & scoundrel, fratri-
cide may be not merely permissible, bui even laudeble or
cbligatory. . This ip aon imporiant festure 4n connecction with
the way in which bolencing groups provide each obher with
ssnciiony, snd with the mechanism of collective oath., To kiil
one of one's own group nay be the only way of avolding confiict
with outside groups. . " '

mchber: in other wcr&e,.a group can be activated by aﬂ.
offeﬂder within it ond not msrely Ly an oppozed group o*%side;
end 1t can take corporate action, gua #rsaps, egeinst & pard
of itself. This is un~segnentary behavicur, {(This cen hdppen
in the casen of offences other then fratricide - for inst LEnCe,
adultery nay be expieiesd by & donation tcwarda the group to

which both aéulterer and cuckold belong, and not just to the

e

————
ean

-
offended subgroup. A grouplhere is denanding snd obiaining
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regiitution for tﬁc violetion of its norad zi?er - rether than
P
thet a subgroup ie obtuining restitution for e wrong suffered./
it the top, thnig soclety does poseess devices for acti-
vating groups 1rrésnective of whether a preaéxisting notion of
suck a group (terrxuorially or in terms cf kinship) is avall-
able. One such device is”thc pos ibilitv of afflliatlcn,
‘&hiéh,qf course also opgrates at 1awer lavels wbcrn pre-cxicting
Troups are vw*l zble, and which is quite ﬁnﬁoﬂtiul in foeili-
tating re—u¢irn"entu, the threat of which in turn is @
necensasry sangtion~ci OQu‘Giéﬁ inside groups (e 5. when Cacing
the cordezl ¢f collective ozithl. EButl more important for our
purposes 1 the leadership vrovided by the srints and the
commen sentimeht ¢ sllegiance of islem, wirich Linds i%
e:pre&sﬁon in r‘ cct for the srints 25 descendants of the
rrophet and for their srbitration as (supsoscdly) ODharis or
divine law. (The general illiteracy hos, until very recent
years, obvisted the dsnger of cheekings thelr vroncunéements
agadingt docunentary evidenee'éf the Aivine lawr, i.e. the Koran.)
Saintly leadership makes it possible, given the need apé £ avenr-
able circwsstances, 4o nola tﬁvt+ner Erouns, phrtlcuiariy large

scale-groups, which 4o not correspond to my of the grovps

latent in th segmcnt&ry systen, or EVEn Srouns wihich even cutb

across then. t

The sainis ithemsslves are also segweNbary: but just as
thelr services nodify the pure operation of the sepmentary

princ@ple gizon ‘et the lay tribes, s¢ s8lso its vorking is



45,.
rodificd, Iin a differont way which ip Yo bg dcuceribed, amongst

the zaints themselves. : 3 ‘
o | (3) Unilinesl descent. The conmecction between this end

* the notion ¢f o scgmentary systen is not alwoys whélly cleoar.

in "2ribes without Hulers"¥, John Hiﬁdlat@n(ana Devic Tait

P

#  ILondon, Routledge and Xegen Pmul, 1958,

_write (peéc 7) ‘ ‘
", ..the easential features (of being segmentary} are
the *nesting' sttribute of segnontary series and the
characteristic of being in n state of contimaesl
segnentation and complementary opposition. fhe series
) . nay be one of lineages ...» or it mey bhe one .of
«» - Serritorisl proups ...Y
This seems to imply that scgmentation-cannot be defined in
terms of unilinenl kinghip for the secgrnentstion may be sinply
in terriﬁoria; %érms. fevertheless I woﬁder.wbeﬁher the two
~~ségmentaticn and ﬁnilineaﬂhr Iinship - cun be wholly aeyaraﬁéd
By own view is that the erucizl defining cherseteristic of
aﬁgmentaxy societies is not mereiy the presence of segment-
ation (in terme of something), but the abaence (or very nesrly)
"of anything else. But if this ialse, what happens in.a
, segnentary society whcaé'aegmentation is territoriasl? It is
esvential (on my axgunent) that there éhould ﬁot e @fiecﬁive
groupings or loyolties cutting acréés'tﬂe sepmentary lines;
Hence;'wﬁét happens, in a territariﬁlly sopnentad societ&, t&
links gpenerated by kinshipz Sueh linke night theoretically
sinply be noﬁ~existent or without significeasice, but thies is

unlikely at the lower levels, theough guite plausible st the

, % :
vhigher levels. #lternatively, kinshiyp is significant in
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f

Ao deseribed this is Just what does happen in the "very seden-
tarised” Berber tribes, i.e. Those in vhose life pastoraliesn
. and transhumance play a part much smaller than dependence on
irrigated - and hence permanent - fields. 'The higher levels

. of segnentation ore in territorial terms, but the conceptual-
isation of snaller groups renmain patrilinecl. _

| deternining allegiance and loyalty at the lower levels, but
 then it must not - by definition - cut ccrocs the segmentation
.determine@ ferritorially and gensrated nore complicated and
.contradictory loyalties. But it cen only renain parallel to
it if it is, as it were, at most unilineal, <for if there is

b ¢f. the bélief of the Unitarians, according to Professor A.R.
Vhitehead: "There is one God at most". Yuoted in Professor
W, van Quine's "ifethods of lLogle", Hew York, 1950.

D211 n.

more than cone significent linevdetermining allegiance,  they

could not boih remain parallel to whatever the territorial

lines of segmentation are. (This of course ddés no% prevent

the connection between kinship and membership being coptionazl

and/pr varigble: but it neceasitetes its bveing, in any one
. case, unigue.) |

Unilineality is required at lower levels, in the rather
’ . ";Jr.‘['g 'D') '(-411\1/'
weak sense of one-but-no-more~than-one important kin link, "so

~

that 1t cun overlap with group-membership, given thot gome
kin link is very likely at the lower levels. (S0 it'd better
be only oue ...) 2ub nonme at all may be present at the higher
levels of aegmentatien. This ties unp with ginship he}ng a
fiction at the higher levels (or irrelevant if true), not

corresponding to any vetual process in life, whilst at the

lower levels it is connected with the actusl process of
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bringing human beings into the world.

Cf. "?he concept of Xinshid", 2hilosophy of Beience, 1960. -

WW#

A

The crucial A preniss in the above argéﬁent is of course
-’theféontention that segmentery societies are to be defined in
‘.thé'well—n;gh totsl ebsence of principles of grouping other
. than their segmentation.: This seems to me neceésitated by the
-considerationlthat if we adopt either feature (1) or (2),
either cohesion-bf-opposition or the.presence of a "anesting"
pattern, without insisting on the absencé of rival principles,
we arrive at the paradcxical conclusion that all or mosﬁ
societies are segmentary, and'eveﬁ more curiously, that‘perhabs
the societies normally called “segmenﬂary" aré less so than
others .... Ené;and can be described as & territorially segment-
ary sqcié%yéﬂla neat nesting system of locating all places in

England does sxist - amonest others. Moreover, the phenomenon

of combining against cutside threats is well imown amongst sub-
groups in England - and, thanks to the existence of varivus
special sanctions which can be added to reinforce i?, it may
well work more effectively then in a proper segmentary society.
- Also, %he sheer fact df a rmlitiplicity of éross~gutting ciéési-
fications may make 1% harder to shift from one 'activated'.

group -to another,‘whilst in ‘e proper segmentary society it is

relatively easy;iif only bwing to the eésential gsimilarity of

the vafious-opposing gTOupS...(Switching from one balanced group
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to arother may be harder in specialised societies, when cach
of the groups has to preservé an iﬂner balaﬁée of spgcialists?)
In the society with which we are specifically concerned; it is
not merely.fairly frequent and bomparatively'easy (though not ;
.without certain di;advantages) to re—élign oneself in the ¢
segnentary system, but the possibility of doing sé.is absolutely
‘essentialrto its working, as will emerge.
' Ience.I conclude that segmentary societies must be
defined in terms of the absence of anything other than segment-
ation.(rather than merely in terms of the presence of
.segmentation) and.tﬁis in turn seems to imply, for the lower
levels, & connection with unilinesal kiﬁship. Any plural princ-
iple of kin-alignment would go agsinst the uniqueness of the
segmentation. - ' - -

(4) Monadism: I use this term for the characteristic
which is somebimes predicated of Segﬁentary societies as such,
namely that groups of all sizeg‘resemble of'mirror eéch other's

gtructure. The spmaller gfoup is'an embryo tribe, the tridve is

the smaller group writ 'large.*

Professor L.E. Evans-~Frichard, in "African Pclitical Systems"
(edited by li. Fortes and E.E. Evans-Prichard), p.283:

"A *tribal section has most ¢f the attributes of a tribe:
nane, gense of patriotism, a dominant lineage, territorial dis-
tinction, economic resources, and so forth. Iach is a tribe
in miniature, and they differ from tribes only in size, in
degree of integration, and in that they unite for war and
acknowledge a common principle of justice.® s

~ With Berbers the recognition of common principles of justice
has no such neat upper social ceiling. It is not quite clear
from this passage how far down the scale of segmentation Pro-
fessor Evans-Prichard inténds his assertion of similarity to

extend: but granting a kind of formal similarity., and the
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importance of the fact that units of different sizes look

similar and are conceptualised similarly by their ménmbers,
it seems to me also important to stress the .differences in
function of groups of different sizes.

The extent to which this characteristic actually holds
of societies normaily called scgmcﬁtary see;s to ne rather
: limited: I suspect the attribution of this characteristic to
' be something of an exeggeration, or alternatively a case of
taking too literally a mode of conceptualisation which is
indeed found.within segnentary societies. For it is indeed
true that the relationship between two large clens may, by the
- ¢clansmen, be conceived 28 the relationship between two brothers,
in virtue of the supposed descent of the two‘clané fron twé
men who were brothers to each other. But in reelity, the
operations and functions of verious sizes, at different levels
of the segnentary system, is inevitably very different. The
concerns of tpe lowest grcups with deily life, of the next
group with balance of power within the village,;pf the village
vith the preservation of its territory and fieldé, of the
wider clans with collcctive pastures, and of wider groups still
with the defence of the region as a vhole - the types of con-
cern which activatc the groups at various poiﬁts.of the
segmentary "nested" scale are very aifferent and call for

different types of relationships and activities.* This fact

Por instance: disputes bhetween small groups tend to Be focused
on some one personality, and co-jurors in collecctive oaths are
selected by agnstic proxinity to that personslity. Disputes
between large groups are different: %@e,thpd not to have a
person a3 their focus, and co-jurors afe/sélected representa-

tives rather than co-responsible agnates. Interestingly, these
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representatives are liable to be selected by the opposing
group rather than by the group they represent. -

ernerges most clearly if one'examines the conseéuences of the’
" superimposition of a modern adnministration on a seémentary
gsociety: the higher-level groupings tend té wither away, whils'
-’ those at the lower end of the scale continue, oPeims—srex .
. .Ho.doubt it would be pogsible 1o construct a model of
a "pure® segﬁentary societj,'in this sense, in which the struc-
ture of groups at any level was the same as at any dther; But

sctuzl’ gsegmentery societies would be rather further ‘removed

from purity in this sense ‘than they are in the other respects.

-
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4. Density of Segmentation (General considerations)

in intriguing area for comparative research would be
the question of what determines the number of steps in a seg-
mentary system, the number of nested units: or in other words,

given an Occamist genealogy in which ancestors are not multi-
Ve . . .

:pliéd beyond necessity, what determines the number of neéessary

~ancestors? Various possibilities suggest themselves: (a) that

_the number of steps in the systém depends on the number of

common interests-bonds, each step coiresponding to a shared
interest. The lowest group is a set of people who are liable
to inherit from’eacg other and have priority over each others!
daughters, for instance: the next group migﬁt bg one shafing

a continuous stretch of irrigated land énd hence sharing a |
joint stake in the defence of it and its water~rights, the next
group might be one corresponding to the joinf use of an extended
pasture, and so on. (b) Shared interests,'by generating o
group, may alsc generate segmentétion dowvnwards: if, for
instance, a'group X is generated by ahared‘rights iﬂfa pasture,
the self-administration of X, given that it is a segmentary
society, requires that there be sub-groups of X which should
balance each other in the rumning of X, irrespectivé of whether
these subgroups correspond fo some naturzl shared interest
inherent in the local ecology. (c) It may be argued that the
steps or nestings afe determined simply by the need of a

certain density of it: a ladder is mnot =z laddér unless the

rungs are reasonably close to each other. This could be

simply a metter of definition: a “segmentary" society (in
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other respects) with_ohly very few nested steps might sinply
fseil to be classified as Sugh.‘dBuf perhaps there is mcre to

it than that: 1t is difficult to seé how & society with very
few nestings - say & large tribe with only ?nc step between the
total tribe snd thb.extended fenily - could function as a seg-
’mentary society, that is to say maintain some degree of order
by means of the balencing of groups. Ex hypofhgéi,'there is
‘only =a 1arge.mp;tiplicity of esmall units belonging to a large
oné, but not g;%égpg into subgroupe within it. Either such a
gsociety would not function at all end be genuinely anarchic,

or some principle’ other than segmentary fusion and fission
vould be involved... So one nay argué that Just as, for inst-
ance, a physical inyerted pyremid of zcrobats requires'that the
"expansion® from the solitary man at the apex on the ground

to the n men &t the top, should be by gradual steps leading
from one to n, so a segmentary system can only work if the
rultiplication of secgments at any one level is not tco great.
(This argument is by no means'whollysseparable‘from argument;
(b)).

Tvis point cem be put in another way: The question of
the density of nesting is connected with the important feature
of segnentary societies = in such a.sdciety, one does mnot
simply belong to a group, one has a definite position in dt,

# niche. (And this does not mean, of course, what it woulgd
mean in our context: ‘it does not nean that the society is

stratified and one belongs to some stratum, nor does it mean
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occupationzl specialisation. Indeed, in geheral se@menté?j
societics are unstratified and without occupational speciali-
sation.) These niches are located vertically, as ;t were, and
not horizontally, apd in a social rather thgn.a geographical
space (though the “two have a certain limited correspondence,
the nature of which varies a great deal.) A Berber's niche can
be located by inquiring after the ideﬁtity of‘his CO-jurors,
who are those who will be called to"account for his acts - and
vice versa - and with whonm he.éhares inheritance expeqtations
(unless he is an accepted stranger) and rights over bé;dés.
hen as en exile or for some other reasons he hes to settle in
a new location, the first thing to do'is to find co-jurors.

It is a feature -’perhaps a defining one - of ségmentary
society that it pre-arranges (but does noet fully pre-dectermine)
vhat in fect are alliences, (and thus in principle products of
human volition,) in terms of real or putative facts about kin-
ship, or sometimes in terms of territorial allocation. (& neo~
MarxistZ might say that, as the industrial worker is alienated
through congealed past labour, and which capitalist proaucfion'
nalkes aﬁpear as extérnaltfacts, s0 the segmentary tribesman is
slienaled by congealed p&ét'alliance$, which meke the conse-
quences -of higﬁaispositions,and actﬁbns appeax dictated by
external, past events of his kinship history...) The game
differs from some international free-for-all in that’there are

"natursl allies" and that the rules are heavily biassed in

fevour of honouring these nzilural alliances. At the same time,
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the game presupproses that they will not always te lhonoured,
that the option of re—alignmént exists end that it is some-
times advantageous to take it. -
The need for “density" of nested segments arises from
. the need for pre—érranged alliance. Suppose nesting not to
be densé, so that from a iarge group one descends immediately
| to, say, 32 subgroups. If conflict arises withih the larger
'grcup, énd no pre-arranged allisnces, expressed in terms of
special joint rights and in terme of kinghip myths exist, the
poséibility of maneouvre in seeking.alliances is so.great as
to make the sitﬁation excessively unstable. Hence, if stabil-
ity;wifhout~government is to obtain ~ and thie I take,it to
L be a central characteristic of segmentary societies - it is

cssential that there be some further step or steps between the

one and the thirty-two...

6f course, tribes in other ways éegmentary where there

) . . Y
is such & great jump from one to thirty-two do exist. But

I have two examplies in mind, one from Arabia and the other
from Iran, snd I am indebted to Dr. Predrik Barth and to_ sz
AX TPaour of the Fadl tribe for this information.

then.they have, and needsfpust havé, a pernanent reasonsbly
strong leadership, a politically sﬁecialised and elevate& sub-
group, and to this §§t££% they then arc not purely segmentary,
in that the relationship of this subgroup to the rest canmot
be sinply explained in terms of "balance". - Centrsl Atlas

Berbers are more purely segmentary in this sense, and manage



avold the use of specialised permanent power-holders within
tribes, in a way to be described. Correspondingly, ncsting
is generally dense.‘ N

(d) The precise extent and density of segmentation may in
vart genuinely depeﬁd oﬁ historical factorsf There are amongst
fBerbers, for instance, phenomena which strongly suggest thils:
"the survival of small groups or even mere families who
‘"structurally'", in terms of the genealogy, have the position of
clans and idéally should balance a whole populous clan or
(whilst in the actual life of the group it has to affiliate to
some structurally - in principle - smeller group); the existencet
of functioning territoriel groups conprising parts of larger
segmentary groups who then locally operate merely as segments
of the territorial group. There is indeed often a good motive
for clinging to positions in genealogical systems which have
effectively lapsed; such retained positions imply eclaims which
it may be impolitic or impracticable to assert st the time, or
even for the foresceable future, but which one day it may be
opportune to re-activate ... Perhaps Berbers are not unigue in-
clinging to more or less dormant clzims, ready for re-assertion
should the time cone (like the alleged custon of some Fez_
families to retain the keys of their houses in Granadea, should
the 15th century expulsion of Huslims be one day reversed....)
A step in the segmentary ladder, a nestéd group, may be kept
in being not by a present shared interest, but by a past one

coupled with the possibility that it may one day become a

present one again.
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This kind cof considergtion, arising out of field
naterial, makes me inclined to retain this cétegory, in terms
of the survival of past factors, despite the otherwise very
reasonable reluctance in anthropology to invoke the past when

y mdependent evz.dence of it is lack:.ng, B o=z a Wz e S kX ains oz = S o
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5. Self-raintaining Order and Disord :r

There are several other questions concerning segnentary
society in general which pust be raised. One 1s -~ hoﬁ effi-
ecient 1s in fact thisngz&ﬁﬁ%aﬁﬁaé%balancing nechanism? A
sceptlic might we}l cbject that the 1dea of a beautiful natural
equilibrium looks too good to be true: vwhat prevents it
toppling over? The answeir is, I think, that it frequently
qoes'toﬁple over, The segamentary méchanism hes some efficacy,
but in part its "functioning' is ¢ kind of optical illusion:
vhen it fails, vhen it does toprle over, the subsequent arranje-
nent come once again to exerplify the same nattern.as obtained
before the break-dcwgz what other pgttcrn is available? The
participants may lack the concepts or custcms reduired for any-
thing rmore elaborate (whilst those of\segmentary organisation
are easily available to them), and in any céﬁe, a segméntary
organisation is a kind of pinimum of what can be re~established:
anything more would require not merely the break-down of the
previous equilibrium but positive inventivencss andlgrgat
effort. If the surrounding area is segmantary, the pgttern
has an obvioug tendency to spread, by a kind of imperative

<D~ barl, ,"/
emulation; eilther combine like us or join us! V The rssult is

the same, So, in all but the nam= of the grouvs - and

possibly even in name - the order is re-ecrtablishod ...

system must not work too wecll. (The same will be scen to

ok iﬁ order to work at all, the

hold in connection with a spacialised apnlication of the

system, the lejal procedure of collective oath, ) Th. driving
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forcec behind the cchesion of the groups is.fear, fcar of
cng:'e eion by others in an anarchic .nvironm:ent. If the -
balancing systen really worked perf:ctly, DroduCLng a kind
cf perpstual peacaful balance of power at ;ll levels, the
society would cease to be anarchic, and fear would cease to
be a powerful spring of action. (It would b2 too much to
expecf people to be‘motivated by a distant meﬁ&ry Or awaras-
ness of the'theoretical pbssibility of anarchy ...) 1in th%s
moét unlikely contingency, we might perhaps {find ourseives
with a perfect anarchigg(but not ‘anarchic'). society with-
out constraint or violence, in which hoth viclencc and goverpe
ment were absent - but not with a seémentary society. ' The
persisténce of- a segmentary soclety requires, paradoxically,
that its'ﬁecﬁanisms should be sufficiently ipnefficient to

kezep fear in being as the sanction of the systen.
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6, lLauality

A iurther nunstlon is - to what cxtent are se_mentary
C

systoms, by defihition, & alitarian? To what extent nust

= Middleton and Tait (p. 8.) cobserv: that Durkhein's
‘use of th:2 term "segmentary®" is differaent from the
one relevant hera, But ther. does seem to me to
be an-essential connection between the two uses
(thcuegh perhaps Fiddl:ton and Tait do not wish to
dony thie), through the notion of non-specialisa-
tion and repcetition containﬁd in Durkbnlm' cOon-

cept, These seszuscd, entail, [ 2dos
the epzlitarianism vhich is e snntial for the a
mechanics of a "segmentary® <~ocif4ty in the curprent

sense If spucialisation of groups - politically

or acononically or ritually - occurs, they cannot
simply "balance" each other, but their corplemen-
tarity glves risc to a2 new tactor of cohesion;
conversely, if they do simnly balance each othar,-
they cannot be speecialised.

it be equal segments that balance? 1In fact, societies which

may rlausibly b2 described as se;muntary are not alﬁays
o

epalitarian and unstretified.

#
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Nevertheless, it seexs to ne desirabl to retain e alitarianisn
in the definition of se,m.ntary society, or at any rate of a
pure segmentary society, for th: follcwingCrCasop: in as fér
as inegalitarian’and/or unsymmetrical r lationships exist and
are sustained in a society, it can hardly bo tha segmentary
principle alone which is responsible for eugtaining them, for
keeping thon in being.  Indeed, thssc unsymmetrically related *
groups may have a tree-like structurc internally, and they may
be incorporated in a wider "treo%; and, moroover, the oépo-
sition of segments at each level may b a factor in'maintaining
the trco. Heovertheless, tho asymmatries thems:lves cannot be

cxplained si~ilarly, at l.ast not uithout qualificatidn.

J)

"Cegmentary” explanations always cut both ways: asymm-trical

it

rclationshiips are those which do not cut both ways.

Professor .... .vans -wach rd makes a rinilar point, in
conncction with the Bedouin of Cyrennica who, unlike the
Berbers, ‘0 have nerman:nt hezds of se _ments("The Sgnusi
of Cyrcnaica", Oxford, 1949, u, 5G): "The tribal system,
tyrical of se:mentary strocturer evoryvhare, is a’system
of balanced opposition .. and there cannot therefore be
any singl:z authority in a tribe. Autherity is distributed
at every point of the tribal strueture and npolitieal
lcadership is limited to situations in vhich a tribe or

" segment acts corporately ... There cannot, obwiourly, be
any absolute authority vested in a single fhaikh of s tribe
when th: fundamzntal srineipl= of tribal structure is
opposition betwe:n ils segments ..." .

113
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liowever, scgmentary s&st-ms are selddi rure. The "vure®
idcal type is useful - rimarily in highligﬁting the kinks and
unevencsses of sc_mentary socleties, Come of these may
require eztraneéﬁs factors for theif -mergenca, others may be
pruciﬁitated, 28 it were, out of the‘éven, undiff;rentiated
texture through 1ts own nceds vithout an imitial asymmetry.
(This is, I believe, the case with.the "saints® with whom we
shall deal2 who are a kiﬁd of unsven dXCPGSCaﬂC3‘fPOﬂ a 'sey-
wentary society.)  Socleties aré npot liks Luridan's ass, ond
I a nced sxists for‘an unsymmetricai institutien, it will not
be irustrated'by the fact that tho ihiﬁial situation ;s sym;
metrioai and cannot pfovide, ar it were, a reason for vhy the
wind 3n6uld»be jusﬁ hepe rather than juét there. I the
kink 1g¢ reojuired, it will turn ap soacwhere, We may, oI may
net, be in'é pésition ﬁo suggési explanatioﬁs for the precise
loéafiom of the kinks. (Ih the case of our main saintly kink,
I think we zrc in a posiltiocn to suggest a very convineing ox-
planation for'its particular location, though of course the
impossibility of sxperiﬁentation and thoe abs.nce of controls
wakes it impossiple to elinch the case. . The status and -
merits of the arguments showing the reed of kinks of that
general ("séintly”) xind are of course gquite independent of

pl

the former argument.)
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Finally, there is the mattér of "complementary fission
and fusion" which is held to be cuntral to the working of

sernentary societies. This is of course marely another name
for what we have described as the activation of groups or .
their cohesion by nezation, by.outside threat, and the arrange-
ments guaranteeiné‘its presénce at every r%qnired lavzl.

But the customary language of "fission and fusion" is liable

to be sqmawhat-misleading. »

Segmentation denotes both a b#sde and a condition.
Segmentary”societies borrcew the ideas anplying to the gvent,
(the splitting of families) as it actually occurs in small-

scale groups, and'apply'it to the condition, as it applies

both in small and in large-scalc grouns (opposition inside,
cohesion against the outside). In both cases the episodic
description in terms of events only "symbolically" applies
. ((—«-.n.l/;.-; il /
to the socisl cendition, though in thoe onc’case the "sywbolie®
. ( Gorge-s ol )

ev=nts describe what really happens, and in the othery scme-
thing that probably never happened. This leaves tho des-
criptions equally true qua "symbollc representations of
social rclationship", but most unequal in their veridieity
as narratives. Une might say that unilinesal scgnentary
csocieties borrow the actual pattern of the growth of small
units, nade elegant by the omission of one sex, and use it
as a model for society at large.

Thus two kinds of thing are liabl: to be envisaged or
called to nind by these words “fission" and "fusion™/!

(a) a progess and (b) a disposition. The first is a process

in time, occurring at some definite date; the sccond is
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permanent disposzition, whose manifestations and perhaps'
begiﬂﬁing and end can be dated, but vhich itself is a kind
of persisting un-dated condition. | -

It is (b) vhich is crucial and essintial for a segmentary

. C
socioty. It is'composcd of a series of groups, ever ready

(disposed) toc combine against othér groups, whilst their own
subgpoups are.equally rzady (disposed) to enter into conflict
uwith each other, and this rsadiness or disposiﬁion‘from time
to time maﬁifests itself in action. A socisety is conceivable
in Which[z57lﬁéf\§§fffideid not take place at all (but.this
is unlikely at tho lower levels:s som9 fathers must have more
than one son, with the sons! families proliferating sufficiently
to necessitate a fission. At the higher levols, howdver,
atisence of new fission is guite ¢asily conczivable.)

But whilst not essential to the notion and the working
of a scgmentary society, (a) does in fact alsc occur. At
lover levels, it occurs nmainly through the growth in size of
families; at hkighsr levels; nossibly through the growth of
population, and/or through territorial expansion, migration,
or simply internal political conflict. All this is an
1mp9rtant feature of segmentary societies, though not as.
crucial as (b), nor properly a defining property of them:

At this point, however, some confusion may set in. To
begin with, the process tends to serve as a symbol for the
disposition, in the minds and language of the participants.
Dispositions, latenf states, are something vhich is perhaps
a little too abétract to be easily conceptualised or voerbali-

sed: it is natural for tribesmen to exuvress this
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characteristic dirpesition of the groups in vwhich they are

involved in terms of (real or supposed) historic epiccdes,
processes, .and indead this is vhat, notoriously, they do.
This habit may be takenover by anthropologists who,|althoﬁah
by no means taken.in sufficiently to give credence to the
supposed episcae: Ere liable to adopt thz ¢pisodic or process

mode of ~xprecssion.,.

% or instance, Middleton and 1ait may have wished to guard
against these confusions when they remark ( p. 7) “Ser-
mentation should be distinguished from fission. By
fission a group ceases to exist as an entity ... by seg-
mentation a group merely divides in certain contexts but
retains its corporats identity in others®. This is in
substance, I think, the same distinction as mino, But,
the formulation is such that it is liable to Ve rsad as
describing the contrast bebtwzen two proccsses, one more
drastic than the othezr, rathor than as a contrast betwcen
an ¢pisode or process on the one hand and a permanent
disposition on the other, The point is that the 4iff-
erentia chosen - whether the "fission™ leads to dissolutia
of the initial larger group - is not a good one. @Mission
or a-split may ccecur in a largish grouv which yet retains
a corporate identity for some purposzs of common concern,
and y=2t such a2 process or episode must be distinguished
from the segmentary state ~ whnich in this case it happens
to _presgerve, X

The confusions which are generated by this are'manifold.
For ong: for although the pbocess serves as symbol to the
disposition, and a process (somctimes) also cccurs, thé two
are not the same ... indeed, it is very difficult fof then
to cover the same sub-groups. Suppose a largish group sﬁlits -
\though not absclutcly and for‘all purposes - through, say, the
-acquisition'of a new territory some way off{ and the settlement
cf a vart of its population on it. The se/mentation at quite
a high level (i.e. one level below that of‘the total group

under ccnsideration) has already occurred (in the cpirodic
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sense) - if it ev.r occurrcd in the sense locally hulieved at

all - a long time ago, when the (say) two brothers and sons
of the general ancestor scparated their households oo So
this cannot be don= over azain. Cnce is :nou h., -~ UWhat was
done cannot be r?-done. A1l that could be: done, nerhaps, is
to pove or stay in the (old) blocks,'so that the existing
gonealogical distance becomes a gruater phyéiéal Qistance and
the Iat;nt cohesion of the totel group becomes more tenuous.
But it is not likely to be es simile as that. For one
thing, the sizes of the two groups reckonad in terms of the
segmentary jonealogy are not likely to corr:spond to a division
required by the nev ecological circumstances {arising out of
the postulated nevw territory, say). ' And worsc still; the
new territory was presumably acquired by a joint ffort of bhoth
the initial groups. (Had it not buen so acquir.d, they would
hardly b- willing to share the advantages accruing from it ...)
Of course, they might, if the new territory were known to be
equal in value to ths old shared onc and therc was no incon-
venicnce attached to migration, agrse that one of the two
partner-groups will "stay at home" and the otﬁér migra&e.
But it is far more likely to be equitable to dividc the n.v
territory (equally, or in vroportion to effort, or sizc). and
stick to'the old division in the "old home'". The actual
distribution of clans and segmentary units amongst the big
tribal groupings around Ahansal, who bielieve thumselves to

have expanded and acquired new territories, docs in fact
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follow this pattern. Sometimes they explicitly attribute

the pattern of territorial clan-distribution to the sharing

of spoils.

i

This is true of the Ait Atta, the Ait Yaffelman, and the
21t Sochman. It is-not true of the fourth, the Ait
Mcssat, whose clans tend to occupy continuous territory.
Perhaps this is a '"nowver" tribe, i.=s. one whosc prescent

~ clan-structure does not antedate its occupation of its
nresent territory.

Y

Bo;'to restate the argumont: fissions do take place, and
stories of fission (separation of brothers) ar: retailed as
accounts of segmentatiocns, but the fissicns in tho stories are
not the samnc as ths Tissions which do occur. Fissions must
indeed be separated from segmentation, as historic cpisodes
from dispositions of the social structﬁfe, and not in virtue
of lcading to a break down of th: se_mentary coh:sion, which
nay happen but n:ed not haﬁpeﬁ, and 5eneraliy doesn't, |

This moreoﬁcr brings on¢e back to an earlief noint - that .
in actually ‘existing segmeniary societies; the segmenté at
the topﬁ are not larger replicas of the segments “aé the
botton, except on the ganzalegical diagram and in the'language
of the participants. A striking difference is that fissions
at the bottom happen now ¢r in the recent past and ecan and do
ecorrespond, rcasonably closely, to, the actual scgmentary”
crdering of_the sceiety and really do give rise to 1t, whereas
episcdic fiséions at the top stand in a much wor. complex, and
less veridical, r.lationship to the segmentary structure.

The storieg about what happens at thoe top must always, ex

hypothesi, bec in th. past, at lcast as many generations back
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as th.re are n.st:l steps in the regnentary structure; henco
they do not correspond to ruch nresent fissiors as ocecur (if
they correspond to them at 2l11l) in virtu. of biing true, (i.e
the e isode narrated cannot be freated as thoe ecauss of the
fission, as a story of the divisior of brotherc ons generation
aro ecan really describe the cause of the relationshiy of two
fhmilies now)s _if'thcy correspond to s pres.nt fission 2t all,
this is _1ﬁher fortultous, or due to scme sceial mechipnicn
which _nsures that a ggcs%nt fissicn follews the lines of
nrevious seg,intétiog. ﬁut, for reagons stated, ;t seens ;o
me unlik.ly that where fiesions occur, there is such a mecha-
nism, that they do folloy those lineg, and indecd anongst Atlas
B.rbers it does not leok as though they had done so. |

The ﬁifféronce between high-and low-1l.vel fission pelisfs
is that the lattor occur and really ¢xplain current scgnenta- |
tiorn directly, vwhereas the former oceupr .:.ore rar.ly and such
correspondence as pay exist ir subtlor and raquires wore careful
int :rpr:tation. (£t the tep, ther: isc a tr:bl.: disparity in
cases of fissiom: Letween what happenzd in the paat{ éetween
hat is believed to havé heppened, and between what is
happening nov, At tho bottor th: throe coalesce more closoly
if not altogcther: what happened 5nc { eneration 250 corres-

sonds wore closely to vhat is said to hav. happened, and it

43
s

TR,

does really affect what is happening nou.)’
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The asymmetry between the higher and lower levels of a
segmentary system - the fact that at the bottom, seqmentation
and current fissions more or less correspohé to sach other,
wheoreas at the top this is much more ﬁifficult - is also
connected with tye qﬁestion vhether or notca segmentary system
nust also be a lineage systenm. At the bottom, it is hard to
see how it could be .otherwise; at the top, it'could sasily be
otherWige, and indeed it would be simbler (i.2. less conducive
to cross-cutting categories or to the need’to "re-adjust"
gencalogies or terminologies) and ﬁerhaps more convenient to
express the segmontation just territorially.

Finally, tﬂere is one further cowplicatioq connacted with
Heomplementary fusion gnd fission'. The distiéction between the
two, betwecn fusion and fission, cuts across (of course) the
distinction between process-episode and dispbsition. But the.
resulting cross-classification is not neatly symmetrical.

As episodeé, both fusion and fission occur. Groups split,
and groups also combino. But in terms of the segméntary ideo~-
logy, symbols are only available for fission, but pot for
fusion. The segmentary ideology borrows its cymbols from the
facts of procreation, disregarding one of the SQXdS. A

father can easily have two sons, but two fathers cimply caanot

have one son. The disnosition of .tusion does have a cymbol

* ] l
in the genealogy - the disposition of opposed scgments to
cohere against a common ancmy finds exprossion in their bolief

in a common ancestor behind tifir regpective specific geunealogical
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apices - but the epicodc of fusion cannot have such a symbol,

and has to seek it c¢lsevhere - and indeed, finds it, in pres-
: ' tation.

2 It is an important principle in studying ﬁerbar society,
that whenev.r cno observes a. sccial relationship, one must
look either for kinship or for = prestation. (This prin-
-ciple will reappear in the study of the relationships
betuden th: saints and othaors.) Fusion as a disposition
is Justified by a kinship bLellef; fusion as a process,

by -a prestation.

vy

In the case of fission, both the disposition and the opisode

(the latter more easily if it occurs at a lov levsl, and other-

wise may require a new rearrangoment of gensalogy)'finds ex-

pression in the kin bzliefs.
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8. Humpty Dumbty can be rut tozether again
Finally, something needs tc be sald about fusion,
Ideally, it scems that there ig nc placo within a - segmentary

system for the Drocess qf fusion (though of course it quite

plainly requires the disposition and its periodic manifosta-
tions). As we have seen, the unilincal ideology’of segnantary
peoples‘lacks the machlnery for coping with it. Idoalily, it
wvould seem, a segnentary system should just sprout and sprout,
like a tree which is 1ndeced 1ts appropriate symbel, #ithout

its branches ever growing back into each othor, Cf course,
natural incresase, the brzath-taking rapidity of geomeiric
progressions, would make a segmentar§ lincage systam prolif-
erate quite unmanageably if ‘there were no discreet pruning -
and some anthropologists have concentrated on the entertaining

-

manner in which this pruning is donec. But fusion in the cense

< T inglants ,.

=
of procegs has received less attention. The idea 1is perhaps

-

% ixcept perhaps in the lese difiicult case of egxpansion,
in connection with the rhenonmenen of the lineag:s of z
conquering arnd expanding people cozing to incorporate und
embrace people who are then assimilated into tha system.
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that fusion (always in th. scnsc of process, the coming-
together of previously disparate groups, as opﬁosed to the mere
activation of a latent segrentary loyalty) is marginel to the
nrocesses of segmentary society. This would b2 3 natural mis-
taite narticularlg-for menbers of seg&entary rocietices to make,
for, ac indicated, in connection with fusicn they lack the
striking and suggestive imagéry vwhich they have and cnploy for
fission. All the same, it is, I think, a -mistake.

Fusion may be shpposed to bea marginal to scefmentary
sccieties in as tar ar 1t may secem cimply a by-rroduct of its
break dcwns - the assimilation of grours that have grown too
small to play their gensalopically appropriate part in the
structure; or, alternativaely, it may seen just thé by-product
ot a cerbain looseness in the structure, a tailure te alloeate
veople unambiguously and compulrorily to giﬁen groups, with the
conscquence that they ireely choose to "fusa" with whonsoaver
will have them, folloving nothing but coenvenicnce ¢r fancy.

This ray ba the case particulariy vhen thers is a sfratification
such that only thz top stratum possecssa3s a clzarly art;culuteq
and extonsive segmentary geneclogy, whilst the rest of the popu~
lation simnly £its into the framework provided by the aris-
toceracy, in a wayvlcaﬁing ample scppe for free nlay. -

These adventitious factors raking for fusion (vhich no doubt
operate in various contexts) seom to me to misc the real essenca
of the role of fusion in a cegmentary society. Fusion cannot
be just "frictional", sc tc speak, a by-nroduct of the fallures

in the system, nor can it be Just an aspect of that part of
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the society which is incompletely segmentary (e.g. a frae-
floating nlebs with shallow and hence incompletcly segmentary
ceneclogies and attachments). h .

Por one thing, given stability of population-and éonstancy
in th: d.nsity. of .the segmentary system -~ assumptions-which
st have been s;mewhere near the trhth for at least con-
sidsrable parts of the history ol segmentary cocieties - there
must, over o given period of time, b. just as much fusion as

- Ay ] A 5(7‘,-“‘/;"1,. P

there is fission.”~ THis shows that, if fusion is frictional,

a by-product of break-downs, then Iriction is s ery'CSSQﬁtial
part of scgmentary socleties - which is inde.d.the case, i think.
(This conneccts with the earlior observation that a segnentary
society can work only 1f it does not work too well,)

roreover, the reasons why thire -must be such breakdouns,
re-alignm;nts and re-allocations of groups, can be made nore
speciric (as opposed vo just deducing thum from the assunction
of general stability, in which fusions have to occur in order
to balance out fissions). VWhat are the sanctions operating
in segmentary soecicties, inside given groups, vhon they face
those oft-cited outer threats? The outsid. thraat.ma§ not
always be quite cnough fo make fhc grou- cémqngrate, to maks
individuals or sub_roups zivs way, unlecs there is a threat of

Lecederon. ) .

expulsion or §zresitwr.  Uhis threat does indeed exist, and
finds its clearest expression in tho colluctive onth. ‘The
threat can also be used by thé sminority in the groug: if

driv«n too far, they threaten, they will not come along, they
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will not testify, they will not fight, they will taxé their
guns, resources and flocks elsevhere. Row a general type of.
threat cannot be efficacious unless it is, éomstimcs, carried
cut. ¥hen carried out by a minority,groug,.thesé"sécessionists
find themselves ne in too small & group t¢ survive, Co=-juring
agnatcslare in Berber called 'the tén propl:! and ten is rsally
the lecast number of . potential co-jurors and allies anyone could
be seen Qith -~ and for important casés, such as murder, forty
are required (the forty pacple!). This is merely a way of
expressing, with special ref.rence to ccllictive oaths, the fact
that the immedizte first group in the nested cystaen, to which
one belongs cannot be too small.

Thisc being so, the'seccssionistq must re-allocate thom-
sélves. And indced, they can, and do. In thoory they can do
so bzcause, by "sacrificing to" somconz or some group, they
place them under an obligation to accept them, In fact, how-
ever, this obligation is hcnourzd because con the whole groups
are willing snd anxious to accept recruité, particuiarly those
who in their request arc too weak to incist on terms (Q.g. allo-
cation of gocd land) or those vho, having landed themselves with
a feud elsswhere, are doubly rciiable in their nevw habitat ...

© Amongst Berbers, the number of peopl: who, in their-oun
lifetime, hgve changed habitat in the course of changing grouns,
“fusing" with a new group, is I should guess, well under 10f in
any on. community. (There are also peopig who change their
segment, their co-jurors, without changing their habitat.

Within a village, this is guite feasible.) The numbor nay have
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been higher in the days before 1933, before pvacification and
the suppression of feuding - the most potent factor making for
re-allocation, Of course, the process goes on at~a11-l&vélé -
large near-raximal segments re-allocate theméelves (without
cHange of habita%) with a new maximai group owing t<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>